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2. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

Applicants are not aware of any related appeals or interferences with 
regard to the present application. 

3. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1, 3-26 and 28 are pending in the application. The present 
Appeal is directed to Claims 1, 3-26 and 28, which were finally rejected in an Office 
Action mailed 09 February 2005. 

4. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

All Amendments filed thus far have been entered. 

5. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The present invention is directed to a wearable article equipped with a 
multi-level alert system for detecting two or more levels of a mammalian substance in 
a mammalian extract. Independent Claims 1, 10, 20 and 28 all require that the 
wearable article comprises a substrate, and a target area on the substrate including 
first and second sub-areas for receiving a mammalian extract. 

Claim 1 further requires a chemical detection system on the target area 
for detecting at least a first lower level of the mammalian substance in the first sub- 
area and a second higher level of the mammalian substance in the second sub-area. 
The chemical detection system comprises a first chemical composition on the first 
sub-area and a second chemical composition on the second sub-area. The first 
chemical composition detects the first lower level of the mammalian substance and 
the second chemical composition detects the second higher level of the mammalian 
substance. 

Claim 1 further requires that the mammalian substance being detected 
is not a hydrogen ion or ion aggregate . This limitation is intended to distinguish the 
invention from the use of conventional pH-measuring devices which detect different 
levels of hydrogen ion concentration. 

Claim 10 further requires a chemical detection system on the target 
area which initiates a first signal in response to a first level of the mammalian 
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substance in the first sub-area and a second signal in response to a second level of the 
mammalian substance in the second sub-area. The chemical detection system 
comprises a first chemical composition on the first sub-area and a second chemical 
composition on the second sub-area. The first chemical composition detects the first 
lower level of the mammalian substance and the second chemical composition detects 
the second higher level of the mammalian substance. Claim 10 further requires that 
the mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion or ion aggregate . 

Claim 20 requires the target area to include first, second and third sub- 
areas. A first chemical composition on the first sub-area detects a first level of the 
mammalian substance. A second chemical composition on the second sub-area 
detects a second level of the mammalian substance. A third chemical composition on 
the third sub-area detects a third level of the mammalian substance. Again, the 
mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion or ion aggregate . 

Claim 28 further requires a first chemical composition on the first sub- 
area which emits a first signal in response to a first level of the mammalian substance, 
and a second chemical composition on the second sub-area which emits a second 
signal in response to the first level of the mammalian substance. The first and second 
signals can be compared to quantify the first level of the mammalian substance. 
Again, the mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion or ion 
aggregate . 

The wearable article of the invention is useful for detecting different 
levels of mammalian substances. The mammalian substance can be any substance not 
normally found in a mammalian extract, or abnormal levels of any substance which is 
normally present. Examples include nitrites, leucocytes, glucose, ketones, blood, 
phenylanaline, bilirubin, urobilinogen, protein, albumin, specific enzymes, and drugs 
(See page 2, lines 8-13). The only type of mammalian substances excluded by the 
claims are hydrogen ions and ion aggregates, which can be detected at different levels 
using pH paper and other pH detection devices. 

In an early Amendment filed 08 December 2004, Applicants attempted 
to avoid the negative claim limitation by presenting a Markush group for Claims 1, 
10, 20 and 28 which recited all of the mammalian substances listed on page 2, lines 
8-13 of the specification, except for hydrogen ions and ion aggregates. Applicants 



KCC-2224 



3 



I/clb 



Serial No.: 10/683,789 



Docket No.: K-C 19204 



were advised in a subsequent telephone interview that such an Amendment might 
result in a twelve-way restriction requirement between all of the Markush elements. 
Accordingly, Applicants filed a Supplemental Amendment on 28 January 2005 
deleting the Markush group from Claims 1, 10, 20 and 28, and adding the negative 
claim limitation. Under these circumstances, the negative claim limitation was the 
only avenue available for Applicants to seek meaningful patent protection based on 
the filing fees already paid. 

6. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

A. Claims 1, 3-26 and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112, first 
paragraph, for failure to comply with the written description requirement. 

B. Claims 1, 3-11, 14-20, 22-26 and 28 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a) as obvious over U.S. Publication 2003/015830 ("Diehl et al") in view of an 
article entitled "Critical Revision of Presumptive Tests for Bloodstains/' Forensic 
Science Communications, Vol. 1, No. 2, July 1999 ("Ponce et al."), and further in 
view of U.S. Patent 3,917,452 (Rittersdorf et al.) 

C. Claims 10, 12, 13, 20 and 21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 
as obvious over U.S. Patent 6,617,488 ("Springer et al.") in view of Ponce et al. and 
Rittersdorf et al. 

7. ARGUMENT 

A. The Rejection of Claims 1, 3-26 And 28 Under 35 U.S.C. §112 
Should Be Reversed 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1, 3-26 and 28 under 35 U.S.C. §112, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. 
Independent Claims 1, 10, 20 and 28 provide a negative limitation excluding a 
hydrogen ion or ion aggregate from the mammalian substance to be detected. The 
specification on page 2, lines 8-13 discloses a hydrogen ion or ion aggregate as a 
mammalian substance capable of being detected, and does not expressly exclude these 
substances. According to the Examiner, the claims are therefore not adequately 
described. 
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The claims originally presented in the patent application did not limit 

the type of mammalian substance being detected. In response to claim rejections 

based on the prior art, Applicants initially amended the independent claims to recite 

that the mammalian substance: 

...comprises a substance selected from the group 
consisting of nitrites, leucocytes, glucose, ketones, 
blood, phenylanaline, bilirubin, urobilinogen, protein, 
albumin, specific enzymes, and drugs and combinations 
thereof. See Amendment filed 08 December 2004. 



The foregoing amendment narrowed the scope of the claims. 

Subsequently, to avoid a multiple restriction requirement, Applicants further amended 

the independent claims to delete the Markush group and instead recite: 

... the mammalian substance being detected is not a 
hydrogen ion or ion aggregate. See Amendment filed 
28 January 2005. 



The Examiner's position that the claims are not supported by the 

specification is contrary to MPEP 2173.05(i) which states, in pertinent part: 

Any negative limitation or exclusionary proviso must 
have basis in the original disclosure. If alternative 
elements are positively recited in the specification, they 
may be explicitly excluded in the claims . See In Re 
Johnson, 558 F. 2d 1008, 1019, 194 USPQ 187, 196 
(CCPA 1977) ("The specification, having described the 
whole, necessarily described the part remaining"). 



In the present case, Applicants' specification plainly describes the 

invention in a non-limiting fashion, i.e., as not being limited to the detection of any 

particular mammalian substance(s): 

The mammalian substance being detected may be any 
substance not normally found in a particular 
mammalian extract, or abnormal levels of any 
substance typically found in a mammalian extract at a 
normal level (p. 2, lines 8-10). 
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Accordingly, the specification provides descriptive support for claims 
which are not limited to any particular mammalian substance(s). Additionally, the 
specification explicitly describes fourteen exemplary mammalian substances which 
may be detected (p. 2, lines 10-13). Under these circumstances, Applicants are 
entitled to exclude from the claims, by way of negative limitation, any one or more of 
the mammalian substances that are positively recited in the specification . MPEP 
2173.05(i). 

Hydrogen ions and ion aggregates are among the mammalian 
substances that are positively recited in the specification. Therefore, they may be 
explicitly excluded from the claims. The specification, having described the "whole" 
inventive concept (not limited to any particular mammalian substance(s)) necessarily 
describes the part remaining after the exclusion of hydrogen ions and ion aggregates. 
In Re Johnson , Id. 

In an Advisory Action dated 05 April 2005, the Examiner argues that 
In Re Johnson does not apply because the claims in that case excluded a species from 
a genus. However, the decision in In Re Johnson is not limited to the exclusion of a 
species from a well-defined genus. Instead of basing its decision on a defined genus- 
species relationship, the court in In Re Johnson emphasized consideration of the 
specification as a whole and the right of Applicants to claim less than the full scope of 
the disclosure: 

The present specification includes broad statements 
such as: "Any electron withdrawing group can be 
employed as the activator group in these compounds." 
The specification also discusses preferred 
embodiments, alternative embodiments, and the 
practical limits of operation... 

While the Board found that "no antecedent basis exists 
in the parent case" for the "limited genus" in Claim 1, 
we see more than ample basis for claims of such 
scope... Two of the many choices for E and E' precursor 
compounds are deleted from the protection sought 
because appellant is claiming less than the full scope of 
his disclosure. 194 USPQ at 195. 
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Furthermore, subsequent decisions have found negative claim 

limitations to be supported by the specification even where the negative limitations 

were not directed to a species, and there was no genus. In Ex Parte Parks , 30 USPQ 

2d 1234, 1236 (BPAI, 1993), the Board stated: 

The Examiner contends that the rejected claims lack 
adequate descriptive support because there is "no literal 
basis for the" claim limitation "in the absence of a 
catalyst." Clearly, the observation of a lack of literal 
support does not, in and of itself, establish a prima facie 
case for lack of adequate descriptive support under the 
first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. §112... 

In the situation before us, it cannot be said that the 
originally filed disclosure would not have conveyed to 
one having ordinary skill in the art that appellants had 
possession of the concept of conducting the 
decomposition step generating nitric acid in the absence 
of a catalyst. .30 USPQ 2d at 1236. 

Accordingly, the Examiner's rejection of Claims 1 
through 10, 20 through 22 and 55 through 80 under the 
first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. §1 12 for lack of descriptive 
support is reversed. 30 USPQ 2d at 1237. 

In the present case, as in In Re Johnson, the specification provides 
explicit descriptive support for the claims without the negative limitation excluding 
hydrogen ions and ion aggregates from the mammalian substances being detected. 
The specification broadly indicates that the type of mammalian substance to be 
detected is not limited (p. 2, lines 8-10). As in In Re Johnson, Applicants introduced 
the negative limitation excluding two of the many embodiments of mammalian 
substances listed in the specification, in order to claim less than the full scope of the 
original disclosure. As in Ex Parte Parks, it is very clear from the specification that 
Applicants had possession of embodiments of the claimed invention, wherein the 
mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion or ion aggregate . 

For these reasons, the rejection of Claims 1, 3-26 and 28 under 35 
U.S.C. §112, first paragraph, should be reversed . 
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B. The Rejection Of Claims 1, 3-11, 14-20, 22-26 And 28 Under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) Should be Reversed 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1, 3-11, 14-20, 22-26 and 28 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as obvious over Diehl et al. in view of Ponce et al. and Rittersdorf et 
al. This rejection should be reversed because the Examiner failed to establish a prima 
facie case of obviousness. 

When claims have been rejected as obvious in view of a combination 
of prior art references, a proper analysis under 35 U.S.C. §103 requires inter alia 
consideration of two factors: 

1) Whether the prior art would have suggested to those 
of ordinary skill in the art that they should make the 
claimed composition or device, or carry out the claimed 
process, and 

2) Whether the prior art would also have revealed that 
in so making or carrying out, those of ordinary skill 
would have a reasonable expectation of success. 

Both the suggestion and the reasonable expectation of success must be 
found in the prior art , and not in Applicants' disclosure. In Re Vaeck, 947 F. 2d 488, 
20 USPQ 2d 1438, 1442 (Fed. Cir. 1991). The mere fact that the references can b e 
combined does not render the combination obvious unless the prior art also suggests 
the desirability of the combination. In Re Mills, 916 F. 2d 680, 16 USPQ 2d 1430 
(Fed. Cir. 1990). Furthermore, if the proposed modification would render the prior 
art invention being modified unsatisfactory for its intended purpose, then there is no 
suggestion or motivation to make the proposed modification . In Re Gordon, 733 F. 
2d 900, 221 USPQ 1125 (Fed. Cir. 1984). 

Finally, if the proposed combination of prior art would change the 
principle of operation of the prior art invention being modified, then the teachings of 
the references are not sufficient to render the claims prima facie obvious. In Re Ratti , 
270 F. 2d 810, 123 USPQ 349 (CCPA 1959) (Claims are not obvious where the 
combination of references would require a substantial reconstruction and redesign of 
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elements shown in the primary reference, and would change the basic principle under 
which the primary reference device was designed to operate). 

Diehl et al. discloses a wearable article comprising a dehydration 
indicator adapted to measure a urine ionic strength correlated to a specific gravity of 
the wearer's urine and provide a visible signal when the urine ionic strength reaches a 
value corresponding to a predetermined threshold of specific gravity (Abstract). 
While the reference does not specifically mention the type of ions detected, it is 
known that the ions in urine include hydrogen ions, as well as ion aggregates (e.g., 
sodium chloride). From the examples, it is apparent that hydrogen ions (the 
concentration of which defines pH) are being detected. Other than by measuring the 
concentration of hydrogen ions, or ion aggregates such as sodium chloride, there is no 
disclosed alternative for measuring the ionic strength in urine. Thus, a fair reading of 
Diehl et al. would require the detection of hydrogen ions, and/or ion aggregates. 

Applicants' Claims 1, 10, 20 and 28 preclude the detection of 
hydrogen ions, or ion aggregates. Yet the Examiner alleges that Ponce et al. (which 
teaches semiporous filter paper with a first chemical composition comprising 
phenolphthalein, a second chemical composition comprising o-tolidine and a third 
chemical composition comprising leucomalachite in order to test for false results in 
blood detection) can be incorporated into Diehl et al. to make Applicants' claimed 
invention. The Examiner further alleges that Rittersdorf et al. (which teaches the 
detection of blood in urine, feces and vomit) provides a motivation to combine Ponce 
et al. with Diehl et al. (28 January 2005 Office Action, p. 4). There is no explanation 
of how or where in Rittersdorf et al., a motivation to combine Ponce et al. with Diehl 
et al. can be derived. 

Ponce et al. discloses chemical reagents useful for detecting blood in 
blood stains. Instead of detecting ions, the reagents function according to an 
oxidation-reduction reaction (p. 2). The Examiner has provided no explanation of 
how the reagents in Ponce et al. can be successfully employed in the dehydration 
indicator of Diehl et al. 
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The dehydration indicator in Diehl et al. operates by a) measuring a 
urine ionic strength, b) correlating the ionic strength of the specific gravity of a 
wearer's urine, and c) providing a visible signal when the urine ionic strength reaches 
a value corresponding to a predetermined threshold of the specific gravity (Abstract). 
The dehydration indicator typically changes color, or causes a color to appear or 
disappear, at a predetermined ionic strength (pp. 3-4, ffif26-29). The Examiner has 
provided no evidence or technical explanation of how the reagents in Ponce et al. can 
be employed to measure ionic strength or indicate dehydration as required by Diehl 
et al. 

It is therefore apparent that the reagents disclosed in Ponce et al. 
cannot be substituted for the chemical compositions used to measure urine ionic 
strength in Diehl et al. without a) rendering Diehl et al. inoperable for its intended 
purposes of measuring ionic strength and dehydration of urine, and/or b) completely 
changing the principle of operation of the Diehl et al. dehydration indicator. 
However, the Office Action is not clear as to whether the Examiner proposes to 
substitute the chemical reagents of Ponce et al. for the chemical compositions in Diehl 
et al. or add the chemical reagents of Ponce et al. to the chemical compositions of 
Diehl et al. 

If the reagents of Ponce et al. were instead added to the chemical 
compositions of Diehl et al., the dehydration indicator would be rendered inoperable 
for a different reason. As explained above, the chemical reagents disclosed in Ponce 
et al. are oxidation-reduction compositions (See Ponce et al., p. 2). These substances 
would inherently interact with hydrogen ions or ion aggregates present in urine so as 
to affect the pH which is measured by the dehydration indicator. Thus, if the 
oxidation-reduction compositions of Ponce et al. were added to the chemical 
compositions of Diehl et al., the dehydration indicator would not provide an accurate 
measurement of the ionic strength or level of dehydration in a wearer's urine. 

At the very least, the inclusion of oxidation-reduction reagents of 
Ponce et al. would completely change the principle of operation of the dehydration 
indicator of Diehl et al. Regardless of whether the proposed modification would a) 
render the dehydration indicator of Diehl et al. inoperable, or b) change its principle 
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of operation, or c) both, the references (Ponce et al. and Diehl et al.) cannot be 
combined to support an obviousness rejection. See MPEP 2143.01 . 

The Examiner cites Rittersdorf et al. as allegedly providing a 
motivation to combine Ponce et al. with Diehl et al. Rittersdorf et al. provides no 
such motivation. Furthermore, Rittersdorf et al. does not explain how such a 
combination could be made without a) rendering the dehydration indicator of Diehl et 
al. inoperable for its intended purpose and/or b) changing the principle of operation of 
the dehydration indicator. 

Rittersdorf et al. discloses test strips for detecting peroxidatively active 
substances in body fluids (Abstract). Rittersdorf et al. discloses that a buffer agent is 
needed to control the pH of the body fluid, to prevent false results (Col. 3, lines 4-14). 
It should be apparent that if a buffer agent were added to urine, to control its pH, then 
it would no longer be possible to measure the dehydration of urine by measuring its 
ionic strength, as disclosed in Diehl et al. 

In other words, reagents which detect peroxidatively active substances 
require pH control to avoid false results. Such pH control is completely incompatible 
with the dehydration indicator of Diehl et al., which requires an accurate measurement 
of urine ionic strength to determine a level of dehydration. Rittersdorf et al. thus 
teaches away from adding the reagents of Ponce et al. to the dehydration indicator of 
Diehl et al. 

For these reasons, the primary reference (Diehl et al.) cannot be 
modified to incorporate the reagents of the secondary reference (Ponce et al.) as 
proposed by the Examiner. 

On the other hand, even if the references could be combined as 
proposed by the Examiner, A pplicants' claims would not be obvious . For instance, 
the Board may find (contrary to Applicants' position) that combining Diehl et al. with 
the reagents of Ponce et al. does not render the dehydration indicator of Diehl et al. 
inoperable for its intended purpose of measuring ionic strength in urine. Under this 
scenario, the modified dehydration indicator would still be able to detect hydrogen 
ions and/or ion aggregates. 



KCC-2224 



11 



I/clb 



Serial No.: 10/683,789 



Docket No.: K-C 19204 



Such a modified dehydration indicator would not render obvious 
Applicants' claims because the claims preclude the detection of hydrogen ions or ion 
aggregates. 

For these reasons, the obviousness rejection of Claims 1, 3-11, 14-20, 
22-26 and 28 should be reversed . 

C. The Rejection Of Claims 10, 12, 13, 20 And 21 Under 35 U.S.C. 
§1 03(a) Should be Reversed 

The Examiner rejected Claims 10, 12, 13, 20 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) as obvious over Springer et al. in view of Ponce et al. and Rittersdorf et al. 
This rejection should be reversed because the Examiner failed to establish a prima 
facie case of obviousness. The pertinent case law, and standards for establishing a 
prima facie case, are set forth above. 

Springer et al. discloses a method and apparatus for gauging pH levels 
in the interiors of absorbent articles (Abstract). A measurement of pH, by definition, 
requires a detection of hydrogen ion concentration. Accordingly, the method and 
apparatus of Springer et al. cannot be modified to preclude the detection of hydrogen 
ions. To do so would render the disclosed method and apparatus inoperable for their 
intended purpose, and/or substantially change their principle of operation. MPEP 
2143.01: In Re Gordon. Id: In Re Ratti . Id. 

Applicants' Claims 10 and 20 preclude the detection of hydrogen ions, 
or ion aggregates. Yet the Examiner alleges that Ponce et al. (which teaches 
semiporous filter paper with a first chemical composition comprising phenolphthalein, 
a second chemical composition comprising o-tolidine and a third chemical 
composition comprising leucomalachite in order to test for false results in blood 
detection) can be incorporated into Springer et al. to make Applicants' claimed 
invention. The Examiner further alleges that Rittersdorf et al. (which teaches the 
detection of blood in urine, feces and vomit) provides a motivation to combine Ponce 
et al. with Springer et al. (28 January 2005 Office Action, pp. 5-6). There is no 
explanation of how, or where in Rittersdorf et al., a motivation to combine Ponce et 
al. with Springer et al. can be derived. 
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As explained above, Ponce et al. discloses reagents useful for detecting 
blood in blood stains. Instead of detecting ions, the reagents function according to an 
oxidation-reduction reaction (p. 2). The Examiner has provided no evidence or 
technical explanation of how the reagents in Ponce et al. can be employed to measure 
pH as required by Springer et al. 

It is therefore apparent that the reagents disclosed in Ponce et al. 
cannot be substituted for the chemical compositions used to measure pH in Springer 
et al. without a) rendering Springer et al. inoperable for its intended purpose of 
measuring pH, and/or b) completely changing the principle of operation of the 
Springer et al. pH indicator. However, the Office Action is not clear as to whether the 
Examiner proposes to substitute the chemical reagents of Ponce et al. for the chemical 
compositions in Springer et al. or add the chemical reagents of Ponce et al. to the 
chemical compositions of Springer et al. 

If the reagents of Ponce et al. were instead added to the chemical 
compositions of Springer et al., the pH indicator would be rendered inoperable for a 
different reason. As explained above, the chemical reagents disclosed in Ponce et al. 
are oxidation-reduction compositions (See Ponce et al., p. 2). These substances would 
inherently interact with hydrogen ions so as to affect the pH which is measured by the 
pH indicator. Thus, if the oxidation-reduction compositions of Ponce et al. were 
added to the chemical compositions of Springer et al., the pH indicator would not 
provide an accurate measurement of the pH in a liquid insult. 

At the very least, the inclusion of oxidation-reduction reagents of 
Ponce et al. would completely change the principle of operation of the pH indicator of 
Springer et al. Regardless of whether the proposed modification would a) render the 
pH indicator of Springer et al. inoperable, or b) change its principle of operation, or c) 
both, the references (Ponce et al. and Springer et al.) cannot be combined to support 
an obviousness rej ection. See MPEP 2143.01. 

The Examiner cites Rittersdorf et al. as allegedly providing a 
motivation to combine Ponce et al. with Springer et al. Rittersdorf et al. provides no 
such motivation. Furthermore, Rittersdorf et al. does not explain how such a 
combination could be made without a) rendering the pH indicator of Springer et al. 
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inoperable for its intended purpose and/or b) changing the principle of operation of 
the pH indicator. 

For these reasons, the primary reference (Springer et al.) cannot be 
modified to incorporate the reagents of the secondary reference (Ponce et al.) as 
proposed by the Examiner. 

On the other hand, even if the references could be combined as 
proposed by the Examiner, Applicants' claims would not be obvious . For instance, 
the Board may find (contrary to Applicants' position) that combining Springer et al. 
with the reagents of Ponce et al. does not render the pH indicator of Springer et al. 
inoperable for its intended purpose. Under this scenario, the pH indicator would still 
be able to detect hydrogen ions . Such a modified pH indicator would not render 
obvious Applicants' claims because the claims preclude the detection of hydrogen 
ions or ion aggregates. 

For these reasons, the obviousness rejection of Claims 10, 12, 13, 20 
and 21 should be reversed . 

8. CONCLUSION 

For the above reasons, Applicants respectfully submit that the 
rejections posed by the Examiner are improper as a matter of law and fact. 
Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the Board reverse the rejection of 
Claims 1, 3-26, and 28. 

A check for the fee required by 37 CFR 41.37(a)(2) and 37 CFR 
41.20(b)(2), updated pursuant to the Fiscal Year 2005 Fee Schedule, in the amount of 
$500.00, is attached hereto. Please charge any additional amount owed, or credit any 
overpayment, to Deposit Account 19-3550. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Pauley Petersen & Erickson Registration No. 32,772 

2800 West Higgins Road; Suite 365 

Hoffman Estates, Illinois 60195 

TEL (847)490-1400 FAX (847)490-1403 



KCC-2224 



14 



I/clb 



Serial No.: 10/683,789 



Docket No.: K-C 19204 



APPENDIX A 

1 . A wearable article equipped with a multi-level alert system for 
detecting two or more levels of a mammalian substance in a mammalian extract, the 
wearable article comprising: 

a substrate; 

a target area on the substrate including first and second sub-areas for 
receiving the mammalian extract; and 

a chemical detection system on the target area for detecting at least a 
first lower level of the mammalian substance in the first sub-area and a second higher 
level of the mammalian substance in the second sub-area; 

wherein the chemical detection system comprises a first chemical 
composition on the first sub-area and a second chemical composition on the second 
sub-area, the first chemical composition detects the first lower level of the 
mammalian substance and the second chemical composition detects the second higher 
level of the mammalian substance; and 

the mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion or ion 

aggregate. 

3. The wearable article of Claim 1, wherein the first chemical 
composition emits a first color to indicate detection of the first lower level of the 
mammalian substance, and the second chemical composition emits a second color to 
indicate detection of the second higher level of the mammalian substance. 

4. The wearable article of Claim 1, wherein the target area further 
comprises a third sub-area, and the chemical detection system further comprises a 
third chemical composition on the third sub-area for detecting a third level of the 
mammalian substance. 
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5. The wearable article of Claim 4, wherein the first chemical 
composition emits a first color to indicate detection of the first level of mammalian 
substance, the second chemical composition emits a second color to indicate detection 
of the second level of mammalian substance, and the third chemical composition 
emits a third color to indicate detection of the third level of mammalian substance. 

6. The wearable article of Claim 1, wherein the wearable article is 
a personal care absorbent article. 

7. The wearable article of Claim 1, wherein the wearable article is 
a medical absorbent article. 

8. The wearable article of Claim 1, wherein the wearable article is 
an athletic absorbent article. 

9. The wearable article of Claim 1, wherein the wearable article is 
a nonabsorbent article. 

10. A wearable article equipped with a multi-level alert system for 
detecting two or more levels of a mammalian substance in a mammalian extract, the 
wearable article comprising: 

a substrate; 

a target area on the substrate including first and second sub-areas for 
receiving the mammalian extract; and 

a chemical detection system on the target area which initiates a first 
signal in response to a first level of the mammalian substance in the first sub-area and 
a second signal in response to a second level of the mammalian substance in the 
second sub-area; 
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wherein the chemical detection system comprises a first chemical 
composition on the first sub-area and a second chemical composition on the second 
sub-area, the first chemical composition detects the first lower level of the 
mammalian substance and the second chemical composition detects the second higher 
level of the mammalian substance; and 

the mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion or ion 

aggregate. 

11. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the first signal 
comprises a first color change in the first sub-area and the second signal comprises a 
second color change in the second sub-area. 

12. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the first signal 
comprises a first light and the second signal comprises a second light. 

13. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the first signal 
comprises a first sound and the second signal comprises a second sound. 

14. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the target area 
includes a third sub-area, and the chemical detection system initiates a third signal in 
response to a third level of mammalian substance in the third sub-area. 

15. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the wearable article 
is a personal care absorbent article. 

16. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the wearable article 

is a garment. 

17. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the wearable article 
is a medical absorbent article. 
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18. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the wearable article 
is an article of clothing. 

19. The wearable article of Claim 10, wherein the wearable article 
is a nonabsorbent article. 

20. A wearable article equipped with a multi-level alert system for 
detecting three or more levels of a mammalian substance in a mammalian extract, the 
wearable article comprising: 

a substrate; 

a target area on the substrate including first, second and third sub-areas 
for receiving the mammalian extract; 

a first chemical composition on the first sub-area, which detects a first 
level of the mammalian substance; 

a second chemical composition on the second sub-area, which detects a 
second level of the mammalian substance; and 

a third chemical composition on the third sub-area, which detects a 
third level of the mammalian substance; 

wherein the mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion 
or ion aggregate. 

21. The wearable article of Claim 20, wherein the first, second and 
third sub-areas comprise concentric shapes. 

22. The wearable article of Claim 20, wherein the first, second and 
third sub-areas comprise stripes. 

23. The wearable article of Claim 20, wherein the first, second and 
third sub-areas comprise adjacent shapes selected from the group consisting of 
squares, circles, rectangles, triangles, diamonds, and combinations thereof. 
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24. The wearable article of Claim 20, wherein the first, second and 
third sub-areas comprise numbers, symbols, letters or words. 

25. The wearable article of Claim 20, wherein the first chemical 
composition comprises phenolphthalein, the second chemical composition comprises 
o-tolidine, and the third chemical composition comprises leucomalachite. 

26. The wearable article of Claim 20, wherein the mammalian 
substance comprises blood, and the chemical compositions in the sub-areas are 
adapted to detect different levels of the blood. 

28. A wearable article equipped with a multi-level alert system for 
detecting two or more levels of a mammalian substance in a mammalian extract 
comprising: 

a substrate; 

a target area on the substrate including first and second sub-areas for 
receiving the mammalian extract; 

a first chemical composition on the first sub-area which emits a first 
signal in response to a first level of the mammalian substance; and 

a second chemical composition on the second sub-area which emits a 
second signal in response to the first level of the mammalian substance; 

wherein the first and second signals can be compared to quantify the 
first level of the mammalian substance; and 

the mammalian substance being detected is not a hydrogen ion or ion 

aggregate. 
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